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I wrote the first book on the Warren Commission and the assassination of 
President Kcmiedy and since then another nine books* In thorn I restricted tnysolf 
■fethe office evidence, in tiiis I a# unique. I also made extensive use of the 
rreodom of Information act, obtaining about a .third of a million pages of prey-' 



all writing in | the field unsupervised access to all those records and to our 
copier. Serious health problems which restrict my .ccess to my own records have 



for which I apologise.) So, for more than a decade and a lialf I have been attempting 
to perfect the record for history to tho degree tliat is possible for me. 

I read your La Fontaine fairy tale when it appeared, ^arlier I read and wrote 
critically of their version of their fiction in the Washington Post. Jt with my 
peimsaion sent them what 1 wrote. I also promised to respond in writing to any 
comment the La Fontaines made about what I wrote. I never hoard from them. 

In the course of my work x liavo not to the best of iqy recollection oven writ- 
ten the publisher of any of tho innumerable faulty works claimed to be on the assassi- 
nation. It has been a long time since I read your contribution to cofifusing and mis- 
leading tlie people about that most major and tv'agic crime and i did not write you. 
However, cor bain aspocts of tho La Fontaine frivolity witfijjur history have been 
called to toy attention recently so J- ask you a few questions. *our answers or your 
failure to answer will contribute to the to me sad history of publishing on and sup- 
posedly on the subject of the assassination. 

From my knowledge of the subject matter it is apparent that you had no real 
peer rovioc of tills controversial subject, if ypu had any poer review at all. x hc^e 
reviews were once considered essential for responsible publication of nonfiction, 
particularly what is controversial* H is nut only that the content of the La Fo^aine 
book could not possibJ^. get any authentic t )eer review. I believe it is unlikely 
that there could have been itfy without my liaving hoard of it. (in my C. A. 75-226 
against the Deportment of Justice and the FBI they stated to tiiat c ,urt that I 
knew more about tho JFK assassination and its investigations tiinh anyone working 
for tho 1*131. If you want a copy I'll send it. Tiiat suit was the fifcst file/undor 
the FOIA as amended in 1974. The legislative history is quitu specific in stating 
tiiat the amending of the investigatory files exemption of tlie Act was required by 



iouly withhold official records tiiat way. As a matter 




changed tho nature of my work. (The problems account for my poor typing and writing, 



OTM 

(oarlicr FblA lawsuits- I do qualify as a subject-matter expert* ) So, I would like 
to kn ow why you published tliis book, without any poor review and, cldarly, vrithout 
any meaningful cl lockin'; of its contents , 

Particularly its content tliat defames people. That appears to be to La 
Fontaine socially when they do notjliko so)vpone or cannot refute their criticisms. 

Cons stent with tliis the book's title and its subtitle state wiiaf is not true. 
The title is Oswald Xfllked. lie did not and tlie book holds no proof that hfe 

did. 



The subtitle is Tlie J'few_ Lyi' lonce in the JFK Ass assination,. There is not a 
single word in the book tliat justifies this deceptive, misleading and untrue 
sub bi tie. 



The 

Uswald's 




in fact, is not about the assassination at all. It assume 1 s 
and neyer addresses any evidence isolating to the killing. 

me wliat you believe is ev±- 



If you disagree with this I ask tliat you 
dence tliat does relate to the assassination rather than the La Fontaine f^ary 
tales. Which is wliat you^r proclaimed their book^ d0D3 not hold. 

You headed your annoucement of ib f "No i'ioro Conspplacy Tlieorios, Just Con- 
spiracy Facts! 11 The first sentence underneath tliis establishes that it is supposed 
to relate to tf>e assassination of the /fennedy you dm not identify. (Two were 
assassinated. ) I find nothing in the book that is any bettor than a "conspiracy 
theory" and much tliat is not oven a theory Wt has no real basis at all. If you 
beliove I oft wrong I ask tlint you tell me what you see in tlie book that is pother 
t^an at best a theory. Similarly, when you refe^r to "conspiracy facts" ah3&ft the 



reier 

oiyin 



JFK assassination and I find not a single oii/in so long a book, I ask^St that you 
tell mo wliat you regard as facts rather than inventions relating to the assassina- 
tion itself. 



Similarly, you iiavmng claimed the book holds fr"The New Evidence in the JFK 

a . J . „ 1 ( Q}\ f 

Assassination," not a word of wliiclul saw in this book, tliat "oU toll me wliat you 
regard as "new evidence in the JFK Assassination," not wliat is iMagined about wliat 
does not relate to the ldJLling. 

There is, of course, much a publisher cannot know abou^t such a &L book. r i 1 his 
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is one of the reasons responsible public lire considering wliat iontroversiAl, parti - 
cularly on a subject so important to the nation, have peer reviews. 

It might have interested you to know, whether or not it would have had any 
influence on your decision to publish so disgracefully bad find dishonest a book 
by a couple who are authentic subject-matter ignoramuses even after they finish it, 
thal^jheir bragged-off "Silicon Valley cavalry" did not even have a child 1 3 rxB*k±g 
rocking horse. They boast extensively about liis uso of the Freedom of Information 



Act to obtain now infonoAtion, wliat van previously unknown, Ito then gavo it to 
them. Not a word of tliia is true, either, aa all but oubjec Matter ignoramuses, 
with or without imaginary horses, would have known* 

All tliat nonsense so important in the La Fontaine "conspLrcy theory" re- 
la ting to Elrod was in the FBI's public reading room ^ivailable to all there or 
by request with n siropjo letter for many years before the la iSntaino hero wasted 

Jl 

nil tile effort h: did to obtain copies. Those records wre placed in the FBI's 

A 

public reading room once 1 compelled the FBI to dispose them to me in several 

FOIA lawsuits* ^Tbe la Fontaines do not claim that their guru went to the cost and 

trouble of filing a single one*) They are identified in the coJfrt records as CAs 

115-1 yyG end 7U-0522. In fact, the disclosed records are explicit in stating that 
T / 90 P 

I caused the ^Investigation of the so-called J oaloy Plaza tramps about whom the 
La Fontainos have their own fantasies they enjoy and that tlio very records tliey 
claim for tlieir horseless cavalry were disclosed to mo in thd litigation cited 
above- many yearn before the La Fontainos or theifcvguru got bitten by the assassi- 
nation but^ tliat leads people to believe thore is cheap and easy fame or fuetune 
in it* 

, The La Fontainos say they had 53 cassettes of inteviews before the* aired 
thoi^story on Hard L\apy # Their book says tha iPtSetr*’ 41 j§lr od said wliat lie did not 
say* The book does not even quj^te him personally or directly* Did you check 
any of tlieir cnssetfc^osMor tLul^you read tho transript of their **ard ^opy shovdfii 
on whiohh Herod diano^^y wiiat in their bobk tha&f" claim ho soi&T 

Thetfe is much more I'd like to Ijiow the njSbv/ers to but I believe the foregoing 
will reflect an adequate response* TIds "more" relates to the honesty or lack of it 
in criticism of others. For example, if you chock wliat they claim they quote from 
my o no book they cite you’ll find tliat x was saying the exact opposite of what 
they profess, and had they not been subject-rpatter ignoramuses, thoy'd have known 
tluit was my third bool; in which I did that. If you bother to chock their claimed 
source you will find tliat oven tho cliapter title describes wliat x was writing 
about, "Tho False Oswald." I was writing about the cliaracter of the official in- 
vestigations , not making up any conspiracy theory. 

Publishers do rend manuscripts before publishing then and t& decide whether 
to publish them. Did you no fr have any questions about the *$>ntaine manuscript? 
Did you males any effort to loom from those they defame whether or not" what - the 
La Fontaines told the truth about them^i assume your lawyers told you all you 
wanted to know about the likelihood of having 3uits filed where the La ©ontaines 
claimed they liad sources. But how about simple fairness and decency? Did you nofr* 
have any questions about this when the book was read? 

Sincerely, Harold Veisberg (j 



